Résumé. 2014 Nous avons mesuré la résistivité électrique de 
the praseodymium ion has been observed in two systems : Zr 1 -xPrxB12 (X ~O.OI) [1] and La1-xPrxSn3 (0.1 x 1) [2, 3] . From the decrease of the superconducting transition temperature, Fisk and Matthias [1] ] deduce that cerium, as impurity in ZrB12, is non magnetic. This is also the case for cerium in the definite compound CeSn3 [4] . Thus, one may think that the occurrence of a Kondo phenomenon due to the praseodymium ion is favoured when the cerium ion, placed in the same matrix, is non magnetic. Susceptibility measurements [5, 6] show that the cerium, as impurity is palladium, is non magnetic and no resistivity minimum is observed for this compound between 1.5 and 25 K [6] . In [7] . The compound Pdo.98Pro.02, melted in an alumina crucible and cooled down relatively' slowly, was found by resistivity or susceptibility measurements to be homogeneous within 12 %. For rapidly quenched alloys, the limit of solubility of the praseodymium reaches 4 % [7] . The (Fig. 4) figure 5 ) and then there is a plateau, which might explain the slope change at 4 K of the resistivity curves of figure 3 . Above 15 K, the resistivity increases again rapidly which might lead to the observed resistivity minima, the decreasing logarithmic resistivity term being compensated by the increase of the spin disorder resistivity. Of course, these values of W and x would be only approximate.
We may then remark that, with these CEF parameters, the ground state is the doublet r 3, the triplet r 5 being situated 0.2 K higher. However, our measurements, made above 1.5 K, cannot give evidence of this fact.
Finally, deviations from Matthiessen's rule [14] might also give a contribution to the anomalous low temperature variation of the resistivity of the Pd : Pr dilute alloys.
In order to understand these results better, we performed susceptibility measurements.
5. Susceptibüity measurements. - The magnetic susceptibility of two Pdo.98Pro.02 samples (1 and 2) , cut in the same ingot, has been measured between 4 and 300 K. At 4 K, the susceptibility of the sample 1 slightly exceeds that of sample 2 (by 12 %) (Fig. 6) [7] . In this case, the alloy will be as inhomogeneous as our Pdo.gyPro 03 compound. It is then, necessary to consider that the correct matrix is Pdo,9sLuo,o2, as was used by Shaltiel et al. [5] . For this compound, our measurements are in agreement with those of Guertin et al. [6] . The corrected reciprocal susceptibilities are shown in figure 6 . We may now comment that sample 2, which has a smaller Pr concentration than sample 1, has a larger susceptibility at room temperature. This is easy to explain : if we consider that the Pr concentration of sample 1 is exactly 2 %, then that of sample 2 will be about 1.8 % so that the matrix susceptibility to subtract will be that ofPdo.982Luo.oi8-At room temperature, this variation of the matrix contribution with the Lu concentration may be estimated from the work of Guertin et al. [6] 
